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to in the community. Moreover, I should regret as
much as Mr G. K. Chesterton or any of his friends
any regime under which divorce was in any sense
compelled by the State. The danger is not very
plausibly indicated by Mr Chesterton in his recent
little book on the subject; but had he chosen to
illustrate his thesis from the National Insurance Act
he could well have pointed out that the State might
conceivably refuse to pay such insurance money to
a husband unless he divorced himself from a wife for
whom, in spite of obvious disadvantages such as
epileptic fits or occasional bouts of intoxication, he
might presume as a man, though not as a pensioner
of the State, to feel affection.

In the case of marriage and divorce I am com-
pelled to devote some space to the history of the
marriage laws in Europe, since persons quite well
informed in other respects are entirely ignorant of
them. They do not read the admirable Appendix
on the subject to the Report of the Divorce Law
Commission,1 and they are quite content to accept
all the drivel which is spoken and written about
marriage by priests and ministers of all denomina-
tions. I do not consider that the word drivel is at
aU too strong when we are told every day that the
Christian religion protects (and has always protected)
women and the family more than any other religion
that has ever existed. In the opinion of nearly all
those who have taken the trouble to ascertain the
facts the actual reverse is the case. Under the

1 Appendix to the Minutes of Evidence and Report of the Royal
Commission on Divorce and Matrimonial Causes. H.M. Stationery
Office^ 1912.